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CHAPTERVE:AIRPORT CLASSIFICATION ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

Determining how airports function within a state system is a foundation of the system planning piécess.
planned and developed within the contextthie state system, individual airports can edtively support a sub
set of aviation activities without impacting service lewglthin specific regions or communitiedirport planning
from the systermwide perspectivedentifiesduplication gaps, and deficiencied aviation services in localized
areas. This approach supports informed decigioaking and resource allocation
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transportation, economic, and access neetsisstructurewas devéoped to support an interconnected system

of airports that provides the facilities and services required by citizens, visitors, and busiddsagports

contributeto the system; however, the level and type of contribution varies among asphré tonumerous

factors. Some of these factors are inherent to the airport itsekj{ available services and facilities), while

others are driven by external conditions such as proximity to markets, other airports, and population centers.
Because each airpowithin a system plays a different rolne availability ofacilitiesand servicemust align

with what an airport isandhow it functions.

Following a review diederalmethodologies, other state classification structures, and an evaluation of the

Arizo/ I Q& S E A atliskhéafter dadsifigs 8actzairport in the Arizona systéhese baseline classifications

will be further reviewed in subsequent analyses to identify strategies and recommendations for the optimization
of the system under current arfdture conditions. In addition, objectives for the development of facilities and
services that are appropriate for the various classifications are identified.

The information in this chapter is presented as follows

FederalChssifications

Other Sate Jassifications

Arizona Department of TransportatioAIDO) Functional Roles

2018State Aviation System PlaBASPUpdate Classifications

Facility and Service Objectives
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FEDERAL CLASSIFICNE

I NA T 2 yort<age clhsgifidd ahe state andfederallevelsto reflect the diverse roles that airports play in
each of these spheres. These various role methodologies complement one another to provide the opportunity
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National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems
TheReport to Congress, National Plan of Integrated Airport SystemsZ2ti{referred to as the NPIAS or
2017-2021 NPIAS$ the latest publication from thEederal Aviation AdministratioffrAA andidentifies 3,332

existingairports(eight proposedjhat are significant to the national air systgstanningand thus includedh the
NPIASWithin the NPIAS, the FAA categorizes airports by type and level of activity, including commercial service,
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are as follows:

1. Primary.Public airports that havmore than10,000 enplanements each calendar year and receive
scheduled passenger service.lHategories for primary airports (i.e., large, medium, small, or non) are
determined by the number of annual enplanements handled by each airport and are defined as a
percentage of total annual enplanements within the U.S. as follows:

- Large hubOne perent or more of U.S. enplanements

- Medium hub.At least 0.25 butess thanl.0 percent of U.S. enplanements

- Small hub At least 0.05 but less tham25 percent of U.S. enplanements

- Nonhub. Less than 0.05 percent of U.S. enplanements but more than 10,000

2. Non-primary. Public or primary airports mainly used by GA aircraft. Categories within th@miiary

classification include:

- Commercial 8rvice.Public airports receiving scheduled passenger servicatlaést 2,500 but no
more than 10,00@nplaned passngers per year

- Reliever.Public or private airports designated by the FAA to rel@#raffic congestion at nearby
commercial service airports and provide improv@4access to the overall community

- GA Publicuse airports that do not have scheduleid earrier service or have less than 2,500
enplanements

There are 59 airports in Arizona in tB@17-2021NPIAS.The total number of NPIAS airports within each
classification is presented rablel, along with @ example of an Arizona airpast airportsin that
classification.

Tablel. NPIAS Airports (U.S. and Arizona)

No. of Airports
Classification Arizona Example
30 1

Primary Large hub Phoenix Sky Harbor International
Medium hub 31 0 N/ A
Small hub 72 2 PhoenixMesa GatewayTucson International
Nonhub 249 6 Flagstaff PulliamYuma MCAS/Yuma Internation
Sub-Total = 382 9 N/ A
Non-primary Commercial service| 127 1 Ernest ALove Field
Reliever 259 8 Ryan Field@endale Municipal
GA 2,564 41 Casa Grande Municipéan Carlos Apache
Sub-Total | 2,950 50 N/ A
Total 3,332 59 N/ A

Source2017%-2021 NPIAS

1Please note that the NPIAS includes a subsection of tlaérparts in the Arizona airport system. Arizona system airports excluded from
the NPIAS include Cochise College (P03), Douglas Municipal (DGL), Kearny (E67), Rolle Airfield (44A), Seligmaik (B23pupetio(
(E81), and Tombstone Municipal (P28hile not identified by the federal classification system (i.e., the NPIASggta@rportplay an
important role within the state system and serve aviation demand at local, regional, and/or statewide levels.
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Table2 presents thdatestclassifications of all NPIAS airport#\izona.

Associated Cit Airport Name FAA ID| Classification ‘

Table2.! NRA T RRIASSrjorts

Primary

Bullhead City Laughlin/Bullhead City International IFP Norhub
Flagstaff Flagstaff Pulliam FLG Nonhub
Grand Canyon | Grand CanyoNational Park GCN Norhub
Page Page Municipal PGA Norhub
Peach Springs | Grand Canyon West 1G4 Nonhub
Phoenix Phoenix Sky Harbor International PHX Large
Phoenix PhoenixMesa Gateway IWA Small
Tucson Tucson International TUS Small
Yuma Yuma Internationb NYL Nonhub

Non-primary
Ajo Eric Marcus Municipal PO1 GA
Bagdad Bagdad E51 GA
Benson Benson Municipal E95 GA
Bisbee Bisbee Municipal P04 GA
Buckeye Buckeye Municipal BXK GA
Casa Grande Casa Grande Municipal CGz GA
Chandler Chandler Municipal CHD Reliever
Chinle Chinle Municipal E91 GA
Cibecue Cibecue 795 GA
Clifton Greenlee County CFT GA
Colorado City Colorado City Municipal AZC GA
Coolidge Coolidge Municipal P08 GA
Cottonwood Cottonwood Municipal P52 GA
Douglas BisbeeDouglas International DUG GA
Eloy Eloy Municipal E60 GA
Gila Bend Gila Bend Municipal E63 GA
Glendale Glendale Municipal GEU Reliever
Globe San Carlos Apache P13 GA
Goodyear Phoenix Goodyear GYR Reliever
Holbrook Holbrook Municipal P14 GA
Kayenta Kayenta ov7 GA
Kingman Kingman IGM GA
Lake Havasu City Lake Havasu City HIl GA
Marana Marana Regional AVQ Reliever
Marana Pinal Airpark MZJ GA
Maricopa Ak-Chin Regional A39 GA
Mesa Falcon Field FFZ Reliever
Nogales Nogales OoLS GA
Parker Avi Suquilla P20 GA
Payson Payson PAN GA
Phoenix Phoenix Deer Valley DVT Reliever
Polacca Polacca P10 GA
Prescott Ernest A. Love Field PRC Commercial &vice

ADOT
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Associated Cit Airport Name Classmcatlon

Safford Safford Regional

San Manuel San Manuel E77 GA
Scottsdale Scottsdale SDL Reliever
Sierra Vista Sierra Vista MnicipatLibby Army Airfield FHU GA
Sedona Sedona SEZ GA
Show Low Show Low Regional SOowW GA
Springerville Springerville Municipal JTC GA

St. Johns St. Johns Industrial Air Park SJIN GA
Taylor Taylor TYL GA
Tuba City Tuba City TO3 GA
Tucson Ryan Field RYN Reliever
Whiteriver Whiteriver E24 GA
Wickenburg Wickenburg Municipal E25 GA
Willcox Cochise County P33 GA
Williams H.A. Clark Memorial Field CMR GA
Window Rock Window Rock RQE GA
Winslow WinslowLindbergh Regional INW GA

Source: 201-2021 NPIAS
FAAASSEStudy

Approximately 88 percent of NPIAS airports in the U.S. are GA. To capture the diverse functions and economic
contributions of GA airports, the FAA conducted two reviews of the netwo@kAdhcilities in the NPIAS. In

2012, the results wer compiled intoGeneral Aviation Airports: A National Asgeferred to asASSET ar the

ASSET StugyThis report acknowledges the following five key aeronautical functions provided l6yAhiport
system:

Emergency preparedness and response

Criticalcommunity access for remote areas

Commercial, industrial, and economic activity functions

Access to tourism and special events

Other aviationspecific functions, including corporate flights and flight instruction

o~ wDN PR

The ASSET Study introducedrfnew categoies to provide policymakers with a better understanding of the
vast and diverse nature of the GA systéihe ASSET categories are designed to capture the value of GA
airports, which may play a critical role in a local community or regidile fillingthe gap left by the NPIAS
describing the activities and relative roles of airports in the national GA system.

The evaluation criteria of the ASSET categories incorporate aeronautical functions that are economically and
effectively supported by GA operatis (FAA 2012). As a result, airports are classified, in part, based on their
roles in serving the public interesthe categories are primarily based on existing activity levels, number and
type of based aircraft, and volume and types of flights. The AG8&gJories also recognize NPIAS airports that
are unclassified, as they do not meet other criteria and have limited activity and number of based aircraft.
Table3 defines the ASSET categories for GA airportiiding unclassified
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Table3. GA AirportASSETategories

ADOT

| Roe . Descripon

National

Regional
Local

Basic

Supports the national and state system by providing communities with access to national and
international markets in multiple states and throughdhe U.S.

Supports regional economies by connecting communities to statewide and interstate markets
Supplements communities by providing access to primarily intrastate and some interstate marl
Links the community with the natiohairport system and supports GA activities (e.g., emergency

services, charter or critical passenger service, cargo operations, flight training and personal fly

Unclassified

Provides access to the aviation system

Source: ASSET 1 2012

The ASSET Studgted that the FAA wuld be asking airport sponsors to provide updated information on the
aeronautical functional supported at each airport and the sophistication of flying taking place there (lbid. p. 3).
Based in part on this subsequent investigatidig EAA releasedSSET 2:-Depth Review of 497 Unclassified
Airportsin 2014 This report further evaluated the unclassified airpdrtsn ASSET 1 to review if additional data

were available to categorize these airports. In ASSET 1, Arizoti@dnadclasifiedairports:

aprwbdpE

Greenlee County (CFT)

Colorado City Municipal (AZC)

Pinal Airpark (MZJ)

St. Johns Industrial Air Park (SJN)

Window Rock (RQE)

During ASSET 2, three of the fA@zonaairports werere-classified as Basic and two remained unclassified
(Gre=nlee County and Pinal Airpark). The ASSET classificationagaémapdated as part of th€017-2021
NPIASo add Bisbee Municipal (P04) and San Manuel (67 g current total ofour unclassified airports in
Arizona AllASSET categorigacluding uklassified airportsare reviewedduringbiennialNPIAS update
geflectdd Mihé 20y20TLNPIAS |

Table4presentstie current! { { 9¢ OI

Table4. ASSET Cafe2 N S a

Bagdad
Benson
Bisbee
Buckeye
Casa Grande
Chandler
Chinle
Cibecue
Clifton
Colorado City
Coolidge
Cottonwood
Douglas

Eloy

Eric Marcus Municipal
Bagdad

Benson Municipal
Bisbee Municipal
Buckeye Municipal
Casa Grande Municipal
Chandler Municipal
Chinle Municipal
Cibecue

Greenlee County
Colorado City Municipal
Codidge Municipal
Cottonwood Municipal
BisbeeDouglas International
Eloy Municipal

G§S32NNSa
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Assomated Cit Airport Name ASSECategory

ES1
E95
P04
BXK
CGz
CHD
EO1
Z95
CFT
AZC
P08
P52
DUG
EGO

Basic

Basic

Local
Unclassified
Loal

Local
Regional
Basic

Basic
Unclassified
Local

Local

Basic

Basic

Local

A N1JZ2 N.
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| Associated City________Airport Name | FAA ID| ASSETategory|

GilaBend | GilaBend Municipal Municipal Basic
Glendale Glendale Municipal GEU Regional
Globe San Carlos Apache P13 Basic
Goodyear Phoenix Goodyear GYR Regional
Holbrook Holbrook Municipal P14 Basic
Kayenta Kayenta ov7 Basic
Kingman Kingman IGM Regional
Lake Havasu City Lake Havasu City HIl Regional
Marana Marana Regional AVQ Regional
Marana Pinal Airpark MZJ Unclassified
Maricopa Ak-Chin Regional A39 Basic
Mesa Falcon Field FFz Regional
Nogales Nogales OoLS Local
Parker Avi Suquilla P20 Local
Payson Payson PAN Local
Phoenix Phoenix Deer Valley DVT National
Polacca Polacca P10 Basic
Safford Safford Reignal SAD Local
San Manuel San Manuel E77 Unclassified
Scottsdale Scottsdale SDL National
Sierra Vista Sierra Vista Municipdlibby Army Airfield FHU Local
Sedona Sedona SEZ Regional
Springerville Springerville Municipal JTC Local

St. Johns St. Johs Industrial Air Park SJIN Basic
Taylor Taylor TYL Basic
Tuba City Tuba City TO3 Basic
Tucson Ryan Field RYN Regional
Whiteriver Whiteriver E24 Basic
Wickenburg Wickenburg Municipal E25 Local
Willcox Cochise County P33 Local
Williams H.A. Clark Memaal Field CMR Basic
Window Rock Window Rock RQE Basic
Winslow WinslowLindbergh Regional INW Basic

Source: 2012021 NPIAS
OTHERSTATECLASSIFICATIONS

States develop tailoredlassificationso ensure theirmethodologiesclassifytheir specificaviationneedsbased

on characteristics important to each staf€hese tailored methodologies help states capture the activities and
services that airports provide to their states, regions, and local communities. States definerroles

classifications, with the tens sometimes used interchangealiging nomenclature thas generally

comprehendible by the aviationand ndn@A I G A2y LJdzof AOd ! OO2NRAYy3I (G2 GKS
such as business class, recreational, local service, general utility, oubktsi to describe individual airport

NE f S a ¢-50y0, Change 17 §209b).
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To obtain additional insight and background into potential methodologies that could be employed for the
Of  aaAFTAOLFGAZ2Y 2F ! NAT 2y Q& iéwioNdtier siteiakportisksem plang. t | LIR |
This reviewocused on:

1. Gommontypes of roleclassification structures
2. Common criteria usedo determineairport roles
3. Treatment of privatelyowned, publieuse airports

Types of Rol€lassification Structures

Most state aviation system planning robtassification structuresmployone of just a few basimethodologies
These methodologies range from very complex systems that assign points based on airport services and
facilities, to relatively straightforwartlow chartmethodologies. The following section provides an overview of
three common role stratification methodologies identified during the system plan review.

Strict Sets of Role Criteria

Applying a strict set able criteria to each airport role is the mostraightforward approach for stratifying a
adFi8SQa FANLRNI aeadSyo LG AASSEBtudyZhelpppdackyidinfplz:Robé 2 3 &
in the highest airport role, an airport must meet the most demanding set of criteria, followedriinually less

strict criteria for lower airport roles. This methodology typically uses the samedfypeteria for all roles,
althoughsome system plans modify this methodolagyuse different criteria depending on the role level. For
example FAA ASETsesthe number of instrument flight rule (IFR) operations, number of based jet aircratft,
number of international departures, annual interstate operations, annual enplanementsiaodrgo landed

weight ascriteria for placing airports in the Nati@h airportclassification This methodology cassobe adapted

to allow airports to meet one of several sets of criteria to be placed within a specific role. For example, to be a
Regional airport in th&SSET Studgn airport must meet the following ceitia:

1. The airport is located in a metropolitan or micropolitan statistical area, has at least 10 annual domestic
IFR flights over 500 miles in radius, at least 1,000 annual IFR operations, at least one based jet, or at
least 100 based aircraft; or

2. The airprt is located in a metropolitan or micropolitan statistical area, and the airport meets the
definition of commercial service

This methodologQ @daptabilityis its most notable advantag8y employing different criteria based on role
and/ortheuseofd ZNJa il G SYSydasx GKS aid NR Olmodifedfor 8s€ in §dhoti SNRA | Y
complex airport systemsvhile remaining relatively easy to communicate to clients and the public. Conversely,
without such modificationghe methodology is often tooigid to be adequate for all but the simplest of

airport systems

Flow Chart

AflowchartY SG K2 R2f 2 3@ K&¥ $a AISYWASART 2F RSOA&A2yditeriore FANR G (
deemed most important to the state. Airports are then further catgged based on other criteria as prioritized

by the state. For example, a system of airports may first be divided based on tiers of primary runway length,

then by the type of available fuel or instrument approach capabilities falfmved by other criteia deemed
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the flow chart Aflow chartmethodology typically utilizes fewer criterilaan other methodologiesAdvantages
of the flow chartmethodology include:

1. Achieves detailed results with just a few decision criteria
2. Easy to communicate to clients and the public
3. Easy to duplicate when updating system plans

However, dlow chartcan be less customizable than other structures, particulagyptbints system
methodology described in the following section.

Points System

Apoints systemmethodologyassigis points to airpors basedon airport characteristics such as activity and
facilitiesas selected by the state. While the methodology can vadely amongst states, facilities and services
supporting higher levels of activity and larger aircraft are typically assigned a higher level of poirsample,

an airport with a 5,50do0t longrunway would gain more poinfer runway length than wold an airport with a
3,800foot longrunway. Similarly, an airport with a population of 450,000 people in its market area would earn
more points for population coverage than would an airport with a smaller population in its market area.
Different criteriamay also be weighted differently based on their relative importance in the system. For
example, the point total for runway length may be 10, wiiile total points availabldor population coverage

may be five.

To determine roles,le O K | A N1J2 &ldurfnded, bigidley areiassigi?et based on ranges of total points
(e.g., 5636 for primary airports, 320 for secondary airports, etc.). The state may also decidstblish aset
number of airports in each role amtegorizeairportsbased on their reltive scores to fit within the pre
established percentage structur€he primary advantage of the points system is that it can be customized to be
as complex and nuanced as the airport system requilesvever this methodology is oftewlifficult to clearly
communicate to clients and the public.

Reviewof Other StateSystem Plans

As shown ifmable5, the 2018SASP Update reviewdite classificatiormethodologies of 10 state system plans.
These system plans were all completed over last 10 yearm statesacrosshe country. All reviewed system
plans used one of thihiree methodologiesdescribed aboveSome plans usd a very straightforward version of
a methodology, while others modified the methodologies to varying degrees

Tableb. Stratification Methodologies of Reviewed State System Plans

Number
System Plan Year Methodology of Criteria PrimaryCriteria

Michigan Aviation System Plan 2017 | System plan does not use se' 8 Accessibility; capacity; NPIAS
roles, but adaptable tiers status
tiers detemined through
strict criteria
Kentucky Statewide Aviation System Plar 2017 | Flow chart 3 Type of fuel service
Washington Aviation System Plan 2017 | Strict criteria for each role 7 Airport reference codeARG,
activity, accessibility
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Number
System Plan Year Methodology of Criteria PrimaryCriteria

Louisiana Statewide Aviation System Plar

North Dakota State Aviation System Plan
Ohio Airports Focus Study

Indiana State Aviation System Plan
Wisconsin State Airport System Plan 203l
South Dakota State Aviation System Plan
20102030

Oregon Aviation Plan

2015

2014
2014
2012
2011
2010

2007

Points system

Strict criteria 22
Flow chart 4
Strict criteria 22
Weighted points system 14
Strict criteria fo each role 6

Strict criteria for each role 7

None all factors weighted
evenly

ASSES$tudycriteria
Runwaylength
ASSEBtudycriteria

Aviation activities

Runway length; approach;
weather reporting; services;
fuel; ARC
Operationslocation

Source: Mead & Hunt 2017 (Michigan), CDM Smith 2017 (Kentucky), Parsons Brincketiof2&higton), CDM Smith
2015 (ouisiana), Mead & Hunt 2014 (North Dakota), CDM Smith 2014 (Ohio), Woolpert 2012 (Indiana), Short Elliott
Hendrickson 2011 (Wisconsin), Mead & Hunt 2010 (South Dakota), Mead & Hunt 2007 (Oregon)

North Dakota and Indiana employedetimost straightforward methodologies. These two systems usssEY
Study roles where available and applied tHeSk Triteria to those airports not already assigned roles. The
system plans in Kentucky and Ohio utilized flbev chartmethodology, while thesystem plans for Louisiana and
Wisconsin employed points systenThe Wisconsin system plarodifieda points systenmethodologyby
developng categorizectriteria into three groups, which were then weighted as follows:

1. Aviation activity: 30 percent of tle total
2. Economics and accessibilit®5 percent (each) of the total
3. Airport facilities: 20 percent of the total

The most complex methodology was that employed by the recently comp2a&d Michigan Aviation System
Plan At its most basic, the Michigan plased the strict criteria methodology. However, the system plan
assigned roles in name only, as airports within each role may have very different sets of facility and service
objectives? Each airport in the Michigan system was given a unique tier basdwbw it performed within each
criterion. For example, an airport may betiar | for accessibility from population centers, but lower tiers for
acassibility from tourist centerandnumber of based aircraft. The methodoloigyintended toshow that

airports inthe stateoften fit into several different roles, and that facility and service goals should reflect these
different roles.Objectivedor facilities and services were theleveloped for each critewin by tier. As a result, it

is possible thaho two airportsin Michiganhave the same set abjectivesfor their facilities and services.

Thereviewed system plans also used a wide range of criteria for stratifying state airport systems, with
approximately 50 different criteria used across the 10 pl&@riteria includd airport facilities such as runway

length, air traffic control towers, and approach capabilities, as welbasus characteristic® ¥ | y I A N1LJ2 NIi
based aircraft fleet. Several system plans also stratified airports based on theisiaditggo the surrounding
population, business centers, and registered pilais well agconomic factors such as gross regional product

(GRP) and total joba the surrounding market ared hetotal number of criteria used also varied greatly,

rangingfrom only three criteria in th&entucky Statewide Aviation System Ptarover 20 criteria in the system
plansbased orthe ASSET (i dzR& Q&

Y 8.9, K@tRRakofaAard Indiana).

2 Additional information about facility andesvice objectives is providesh page26 of this chapter.
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Table6 summarizes the mostommon criteria used in the 10 state system plaiie most common criteria

were primary runway length, instrument approach capabilities, and total based ai(sea#n system plans)

followed by population served, airport location, and aviation acgsisixsystem plans)Somecriteriareflect

very specificcharacteristicswhile otherssummarizebroader categorie@ ¥ R G ® C2NJ SEIl YLX §=
Oy RS&AONRAROGS YdzZ GALX S OKI NI Qpiosirndy th inétrQpalitagaasland + A N1J2 NJIi
airport isolation, while economy/employment servednsummarize retail sales, GRP, tourism, incoamel

other factors.

Table6 also includes details regarding the 2008 SABRhutilized 21factorsto classifyfd KS & dF 6 SQa | Al
While many of these criteria fit into the categories showine 2008 classification structure employed factors

that did notappear in any other system pladniquecriteria includel - y I A N1LJ2 NIi Q& SELJ y&aAzy
or other special tenants, height zoning, and community support and outreach. Additional details about the 21
factors of the 2008 SASP are yided in the following sectiostarting on pagé-5-12.

Table6. Most Common Criteria Used in System Planning Role Stratification

= - S o | _
Q Q @ = | .8
of |E |8 |2|2 |5/ |3 |&
5| £ g |5 |£|5w|g|g |2|g 8
2 S o o = Z 0O £ [} | <
© | = e < = = s ) (%)) o s
S| S| vl W = 9 no| 8| Q c| 3| 8
o| <| ©| > cZ g cg| 2|« S| 2| ol @
= c| D = o 2 ¢ o9 = o = | @ =
| ol ol & EQ < 28| <9 S| T m| B
S| 2| 0| ¢ 28 o sS | 5| 2 S| 2| g @
S| Slel 35 GRS 2E£| 55|85 8|8
State 2 e
Michigan \ \ \ \ \
Kentucky \ \ \"
Washington vV |V \ \
Louisiana V |V |V \ \ \" \"
North Dakota vV |V |V \'% \'% \'% \% \% V V V |V
Ohio \' v \'
Indiana V |V |V \' \' \' \' \' V V V |V
Wisconsin \' \' \' \' v \'% V |V |V
South Dakota \ \ \% \%
Oregon vV V \ \ \ \%
Arizona(2008 vV |V \' \' \' \' \' \'%

Sources: Mead & Hunt 2017 (Michigan), CDM Smith 2017uge), Parsons Brinckerhoff 2017 (Washington), CDM Smith
2015 (Louisiana), Mead & Hunt 2014 (North Dakota), CDM Smith 2014 (Ohio), Woolpert 2012 (Indiana), Short Elliott
Hendrickson 2011 (Wisconsin), Mead & Hunt 2010 (South Dakota), Mead & Hunt 20@h}Oreg
Wilbur SmithAssociates 2008 (Arizona)
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Treatment of Privatelwned PublieUseAirports

While not eligible fofederalor in numerous casestate funding, many states include some privately owned,
publicuse airports in theiaviationsystemsandin their system plansDespite private ownership, these airports
still serve the needs dbAusers and often play an important role in their communities and the aviation system
as a wholeOn the other hand, some states exclude private airports becausel@awent cannot typically be
influenced through funding (as they are generally ineligible for public funds). As such, they cannot be relied
upon to help manage future statewide or regional demarits/ately owned, publigise airportsare generally
treatedin one of three ways:

1. Exclude all private airports tonly focus on those facilitiesligible forfederaland state funding
2. { St SOG OSNIFAY FANLERNIA RSSYSR 2F KAIK AYLERNII yC
3. Include all (or nearly all) privately owned, puhlige airports

Table7 summarizes how the 10 state system plamduded in this reviewetteated the inclusion of privately
owned, publieuse airports. The Kentucky airport system has no privawetyed airports ogn to the publi¢cas
such their system plan includes no such airports. Louisiana and South Dakota excluded these airports

altogether. The most common treatment was to include@llvirtually al) privately owned, publieise airpors.

There are only tw@rivatelyowned, publieuse airports in North Dakota, botf whichwere included in the

2014 North Dakota State Aviation System Pfather states have far more such airports. P8&7 Michigan

Aviation System Plancludes 97 of these airports (total 898 in thesysten). The 201¥Vashington Aviation

System Plaincludeso v 2 ¥ 0 KS & {déwhes, Qublicuse airpditsh T 2005 ORegon plan includes 14

2T GKS adlidsSQa mp &adzOK | ANLI NI & o e¢deSediEhpivately LI | ya F
owned airports to include, with none picking more than five airports. In all cases where a system plan included

at leastone privatelyowned, publieuse airport, airports were stratified using the same methodology as all other
airports in thesystem.

Table7. Treatment of PrivatelyOwned, PublieUse Airports in State System Plans

Number of Privately Owned, Publiase Airports

Included in the System Located in the State

State (at time of the plan) (2017)
Michigan
Kentucky 0
Washington 32 33
Louisiana 0 1
North Dakota 2 2
Ohio 1 51
Indiana 5 33
Wisconsin 4 36
South Dakota 0 1
Oregon 14 15

Sources: Mead & Hunt 2017 (Michigan), CDM Smith 2017 (Kentucky), Parsons Brinckerhoff 2017 (Washingtonly CDM Smit
2015 (Louisiana), Mead & Hunt 2014 (North Dakota), CDM Smith 2014 (Ohio), Woolpert 2012 (Indiana), Short Elliott
Hendrickson 2011 (Wisconsin), Mead & Hunt 2010 (South Dakota), Mead & Hunt 2007 (Oregon)
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ADOT FUNCTIONAL RSLE

Until the implementation2008 ! { t = ! 5h¢ KIFIR Of Fd3aATFASR FANLIRNIa | &
and level of activity occurring at each airport. These two classifications werelasgified based on airport

ownership and activityThe 2008 SASP conducted an extensive atialuto identify possible enhancement to

and the continued efficacy of this primary/secaryg classification system.aBed on a review of the 2000

Arizona State Aviation Needs 8yu(SANSNPIAS designations, and other state systems, the 2008 SASP
determined that the primarysecondary ADOT classification scheme insufficiently described the unique types of
airports in the state

2008 SASP Roles Evaluation

The 2008 SASP recognized that stiecificclassificationgan bedeveloped based on an evaluatiohroany
RAFFSNEBY (G FI OG2NE (K laiefiregsfsterdzEattors sudh fs geolradhy? deia@raphitl2 f S
characteristics, and the current amahticipatedfuture demand for aviation services can be assessed to
understandthe needs an airportlfs in its community. For exampl@Aairports in rural areas may be essential

for access and emergency response (e.g., wildland firefighting and aeromedical flights{; Mdiiportsin an

urban region may primarilgupport law enforcement activities drrecreational flyingThe total number of

individuals served by the facility may be similar; however, these individuals are likely dispersed over a larger
geographic space in rural areas than found in urban locatiotiser key factors, such as airsideddandside

facilities and infrastructure, are also significantly important to consider when defining state functional
classifications using this type of methodology.

To betterdefine thefunctional rolét 2 ¥ | NX Is@ithih tAeistate dydtdni? thelID8 SASP employed this
functional methodolog to establish the existing Arizona classification schemeenty-onefactors that
AYFEdzSyOS Iy | A NlwerdBeftdied daBhtofvhichwas tine SividedirtaheSovr goal
categorieautilizedin the 2008 SASP

Development

Total based aircraft

Based turbine aircraft
Registered pilots served
Airside facilities/infrastructure
Landside facilities/infrastructure
Airport approach type
Expansion potential
Commercial service

Design aircraft

© o N OA~WNPRE

Economic @port

10. Aviation services provided

11. Military or other special tenant organizations
12. Businesses served

13. Population served
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14. Industry groups served/economic development
15. Retail sales
16. Accommodations within a 3fhinute drive

Safety and Security

17. Emergency use
18. Runway potection zone (RPZ) development controls
19. Height zoning

Environmental Sensitivity and Stewardship

20. Community support
21. Community outreach efforts

In general terms, each factor was scored separateich measurable factor had a maximum score of 10, with
scores stratified basel on specific parameters defined for each individual factor. Factors with a more limited
number of choices were analyzed individually to determine the appropriate scoring pratesscores for each
factor were summed to determine eachNiLJ2 NIl Q&  Goahkafieforids weteQtemNdEighted. The sum of
the four category scores, including the weight, produced the resiitse roles analysis. Airports were then
separated into fivegroupsbased on the number of standard deviations abovéelow their respective scores
relative to the average score.

Airport Role Definitions

Based on a review of the previo8&\NSother state aviation and FAA classifications, and the specific needs of
Arizona, five airport roles were developeddefine ANR T 2 y | Q @he fivk &ichdt idlBsideveloped by the
2008 SASP are as follows:

1. Commercial 8rvice.Publicly owned airports that enplane 2,500 or more passengers annually and
receive scheduled passenger air service

2. Reliever.FAAdesignated airports tht relieve congestion at a commercial service airport

3. GACommunity.Serve regional economies, connect to state and national economies, and serve all types
of GAaircraft®

4. GARural.Serve a supplemental role in local economies, primarily serving smaslaress, recreational,
and personal flyirfy

5. GABasic.Serve a limited role in the local economy, primarily serving recreational and personal flying

Table8 provides theoutcome of the 2008 SASP airport classificgattoy airport.Figurel graphicallydepicts
INAT 2y Q&8 FANLIRNI aeadasSy Is&#omiHeRP&SAFSA SR o6& ! 5h¢Qa Fd

3 A regional economy as the economic activity of an area that encompasses multiple communities or political jurisdictions.
4 A local economy is defined as the econoattivity of a single community or a largely rural area.
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Table8. 2008 SASP Airport Rofes

A Erie]| A5 SRS el

Ao Eric Marcus Mun|C|paI  GARural
Bagdad Bagdad E51 GABasic
Benson Benson Municipal E95 GACommunity
Bisbee Bisbee Municipal P04 GARural
Buckeye Buckeye Municipal BXK GACommunity
Bullhead City Laughlin/Bullhed City International IFP Commercial Service
Casa Grande Casa Grande Municipal CGz GACommunity
Chandler Chandler Municipal CHD Reliever
Chinle Chinle Municipal E91 GARural
Cibecue Cibecue 795 GABasic
Clifton Greenlee County CFT GARural
Colorado Qy Colorado City Municipal AZC GACommunity
Coolidge Coolidge Municipal P08 GACommunity
Cottonwood Cottonwood Municipal P52 GACommunity
Douglas BisbeeDouglas International DUG GARural
Douglas Cochise College P03 GARural
Douglas Douglas Municipal DGL GACommunity
Eloy Eloy Municipal E60 GACommunity
Flagstaff Flagstaff Pulliam FLG Commercial Service
Gila Bend Gila Bend Municipal E63 GARural
Glendale Glendale Municipal GEU Reliever
Globe San Carlos Apache P13 GARural
Goodyear Phoenix Goodyea GYR Reliever
Grand Canyon | Grand Canyon National Park GCN Commercial Service
Holbrook Holbrook Municipal P14 GACommunity
Kayenta Kayenta ov7 GARural
Kearny Kearny E67 GARural
Kingman Kingman IGM Commercial Service
Lake Havasu City Lake Havasu @i HIl GACommunity
Marana Marana Regional AVQ Reliever
Marana Pinal Airpark MZJ GACommunity
Maricopa Ak-Chin Regional A39 GARural
Mesa Falcon Field FFz Reliever
Nogales Nogales OoLS GACommunity
Page Page Municipal PGA Commercial Service
Parker Avi Suquilla P20 GACommunity
Payson Payson PAN GACommunity
Peach Springs | Grand Canyon West 1G4 GARural
Phoenix Phoenix Deer Valley DVT Reliever
Phoenix Phoenix Sky Harbor PHX Commercial Service
Phoenix PhoenixMesa Gateway IWA Commercial Servick
Polacca Polacca P10 GARural
Prescott Ernest A. Love Field PRC Commercial Servict

5The 2008 SASP included 83 airports in the Arizona system, while only 67 of these facilities are included in the 20 Bhdntalsis
reflected inTablel0.
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Safford Safford Regional SAD GACommunity
San Luis Rolle Airfield 44A GARural
San Manuel San Manuel E77 GARural
Scottsdale Scottsdale SDL Reliever
Sedona Sedona SEZ GACommunity
Seligman Seligman P23 GARural
Sells Sells E78 GABasic
Show Low Show Low Regional SOW Commercial Service
Sierra Vista Sierra Vista Municipdlibby Army Airfield FHU GACommunity
Springerville Springerville Municipal JTC GACommunity
St. Jbins St. Johns Industrial Air Park SIN GACommunity
Superior Superior E81 GABasic
Taylor Taylor TYL GACommunity
Tombstone Tombstone Municipal P29 GABasic
Tuba City Tuba City TO3 GARural
Tucson Ryan Field RYN Reliever
Tucson Tucson International TUS Commercial Service
Whiteriver Whiteriver E24 GARural
Wickenburg Wickenburg Municipal E25 GACommunity
Willcox Cochise County P33 GACommunity
Williams H.A. Clark Memorial Field CMR GACommunity
Window Rock Window Rock RQE GARural
Winslow WinslowLindbergh Regional INW GACommunity
Yuma Yuma International NYL Commercial Servict

SourceWilbur Smith Associatex)08

ADOT
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Commercial Service
Reliever
. Ownershi
<« community e
4 Rural | State Trust [ National Parks
_— | Military Reservation (7] Wwildlife Refuge N o
asic propared
| Indian Reservation [} Local or State Parks w@s Mmmod Pneing Owiton
—— State Highway System Buresuaf Land Mgt Siiar S et s
_ | County Boundaries ~ National Forest o s % ke

Source: ADOT Multimodal Planning Division 2015
Figurel. ADOT Airport Role Functional Classifications
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2018SASP UPDATHLASSIFICATIONS

Classificatioltonsiderations

As discussed above, state roles are developed to reflect the existing and future needs of the state. The 2008

SASP role methodology employ@d evaluationfactorsassociatedvith the four system @n goal categories

(i.e., development, economic support, safety and security, and environmental sensitivity and stewardship).

These factors incorporated aviation and Ror@A | G A2y FF OG2N&R (2 aFf OKASGS ol |
throughout the state€ A detailed analysis was conductedassign weighted values to each airport based on

data gathered during the inventory process and other thpedty sources. The results of this analysis were then

used to classify airports based on current types andlewf activity occurring at the faciligndin the

community.The airport roles established during this process were subsequently adopted by the State
Transportation Board (STB) as part of its official pai@&009(ADOT 2016).

The 2018SASP Update1#® @ f dzZ G SR (KAa YSGK2R2f23@& (2 RSGSNX¥YAYS
FANLIRZNIGA AY | YFYYSN GKI G [linQHe dystenivdife éneefingénéedsa sie Sa S| C
ADOT AeronautiogSroup State roles are particularly impait because they are used for the allocation of funds

from the State Aviation Fund. According to thet .R8séurce Allocation Policy,

In order to allocate the State Aviation Fund dollars in an equitable, efficient and effective manner, it is
the policy éthe Board to provide the largest amount of Airport Development Program grant dollars to
those airport roles with the largest amount of aviation activity (passenger enplanements, aircraft
operations, and registered based aircraft), while also ensuringetiigible airports in all roles have an
opportunity to be included in the annual allocation of State Aviation HA&IO®T 2016, p. 50)

Figure2 presents the ADOT administrative guidelines for the allocationeftate Aviation Fund.

Reliever 35%

GACommunity, 19%

GARural 2%
($500,000 min.)

Commercial service

43% GABasic 0.27%

($100,000 min.)

Source: ADOT 2016
Figure2. State Funding Allocations by Airport Role (Existing)
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{AYyO0S GKS wunny {!'{t3I | NRAIT 2ysheavaé shixdd 2csuging kippksfects Rat haGeI A & € |
significanty impacted funding availability in the State Aviation FuFftlis, while funding allocations per role

have remained consistent, the overall level of available funding has been drastically rethiseahd other

state-specific issues, underlinbe importanceof closely reexamining the existingirport role classification

scheme?

Based on the current context of the ADOT Aeronautics Group tifeLJ2 NJi | y O S clagsHicatioNdchetg | Q &
instatedecisionY {1 Ay 3 LINRP OS&aasSasz | ydersiisévéral kegoSskidrationEmerghidh 1 2 y I Q&
during the development of the updated methodology

1. Simplicity. The ik SNBy (i 02 Y LI} S E A @Bfac®rs maksit Sifficultfor girpokidf tdtayeQ &
any proactivesteps to impactheir role in the systenmirhe updated methodology should allovirgorts
to understand why they are classified in a specific maramer have the ability to impact their
classifications by increasing activity levels, service offerings, etc.

2. Objectivity.! NAT 2y I Q& I A NdsiBeNdising adykastitiv&k datiiSen Gpproach that is
defensible anctlearto all audiences

3. Capacity to conduct ongoing review$he 2017 methodology should provide a straightforward process
for assigning roles during the initial study ashatinginterim updates conducted at the discretion thie
ADOT Aeronautigsroup(i.e., between full SASP updates as necessary)

2018Update Methodology

Based on these primary goalad discussions witthe ADOT Aeronautigsroupandthe PACthe 2018SASP
Updatedeveloped dlow chartmethodology that provides systematic proces®r the classification of

I NR T 2y I Qsimilar thshilei2shidh as Kentucky and QHibe flow chartmethodologyapplies dogical
approach tocategorizeairports based on quantitave data that can be independently validated to evaluate the
type and volume of activity occurring at an airport.

The flowchartmethodology begins by categorizing commercial service airpraidsCommercial Serviee
Internationaland Commercial ServieBomesticas follows:

1. Commercial Servictnternational. Yearround sheduled commercial service to international
destinations
2. Commercial Serviec®omestic.Scheduled commercial service to domestic destinations

6 Chapter 3 (Identification of Airport Assets) provides additional information about-statk nationallevel aviation trends. A more
detailed discussion abotihe ADOT AeronauticSroup@funding policies is provided in ChapterRegiewof Current Paty).
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GA airports are then analyzed in more detadling a set of factothat mirrori K2 8 S SYLX 28 SR o @&
ASSEBtudy’ Thesixfactors to categoriz&Aairportsin Arizonaare:

FAAdesignated reliever status

Number ofinstrument approacloperations
Number of lased aircraft

Number of based jets

Avalability of JetA and/or AvGas (100LL)
Total operations

ook whNE

The relevancyf these factorsas well as the source of data used in dhassificatioranalysisare described
below.

FAADesignatedRelieverSatus

GA airports with FA8esigrated reliever statuprovide pilots with alternatives to using congested commercial
service airportand provide GAaccess to the surrounding arda.addition to relieving congestion at nearby
commercial service facilities, they can also raigw GAaircraft with less capacitgnd slower speeds from
commercial servicairports. This allows commercial service airports to operate more flighkarger aircraft
andcan help to keep the operating fleet more homogenous, potentially increasing the operational capacity of
the airport Data on FAAlesignated reliever staswere obtainedfrom the 20172021 NPIAS Report

Number ofinstrumentApproachOperations

Instrument approach proceduretAR) are defined asseries of predetermined maneuvers for the orderly
transfer of an aircraft nder instrument flight conditions from the beginning of the initial approach to landing or
to a point from which a landing may be made visually. It is prescribed and approved for a specific airport
traditionally by the FAAAPs allow aircraft to land inéglement weather when visibility lsw, allowingan

airport to continue to serve the needs of the communiigspitepoor weather conditions. This can be especially
important in rural areas that depend on GA airports for emergessponse; accesand ecmomic activities

such as air cargo, agricultural support, and corporate/business avigia.on the number dahstrument
approach2 LISNJ G A2y & 6 SNBE 2 OpetatioyaNeweFKN@PBNHFKoWered laitp@ta and
Traffic Flow Management SysteCountg TFMSE) for nontowered facilities

BasedAircraft

A based aircraft is an aircraft that is operational andnairthy based at a specific facility for the majority of the
year. Based aircraft are one of the best indicators of the leVattivty occurring at an airport and reflect the
role an airport is playingn meetingthe air transportation and economic needs of the market it sertfzlated
based aircraft data were obtained from airport management during20&7 inventory processf updaed

7|t is important to note that the analysis developed Arizesmeecific parameters, as described in the following Roles Analysis and
depicted inTable9. Additionally, the Arizona aviation system includegputlicly owned, publizise nonNPIAS airports that are not
classified by the ASSET study. While theseMIBIAS airports are not recognized as significant to the national airspace system, they play
important roles in the state.
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based aircraft data were unavailable, data were obtained from the most recent ADOT Airport System Manager
(ASM) update.

Basedkts

A significant amount dbusiness/corporate activity is conducted with jet aircras a resujta based jet serves
as areliablesignof ongoing economiactivity within the market that the airport serve# based jet also
indicatesthat an airport provides the facilities required by these larged fasteraircraft. Updated baseget
data were obtained from airport managemmt during the 2017 inventory. If updated based aircraft data were
unavailable, data were obtained from the most recent ADOT A&Wmation.

Availability of JetA and/or AvGas

The type of fuel at an airport impacts the aircréfat a facility can supportletA is used by turbine engines,
while AvGas is used by pistpowered aircraft Airports that offer JetA fuel have a greater ability to support the
business/corporate aircraft fleetvhileairports with AvGas draw a higher number of pistpawered aircaft

than those facilities without fuel. Fuel sales can also provide an important source of revenue for alrports.
Arizonathe majority ofairports that offer JetA also provide AvGas. Data on fuel availability were obtained
during the 2017 airport inveuwty.

Total Operations

The number of total operations at an airport reports the overall volume of flights occurring at the facility and
offers key insight into airport activithn aircraft operation represents either a také or a landng; for

example, aouch-and-go, which includes a takeff and a landing, counts as two operations. This example is
particularly relevant in Arizona, as the state experiences some of the highest levels of flight instruction in the
nation. Some airports experience daily fiigtraining activity (through touctand-go operations), but have few
based aircraft. Considering total operationgliis evaluation helps capture the importantle these types of
airports play in this valuable economic activity.

At towered airports, annal operations were derived from FARPSNETAt nontowered airports, annual aircraft
operations data wre derived from updated airport datas estimate by the airport manager. If the airport
manager did not have the means to accurately report annual ajimrs, ASM data were used. Generally, ASM
data corresponded with FAA 5010 Master Record data.

Classificationalysis

The availability of commercial servié@omestic/internationalland the sixGAfactorswere used in a flow chart
methodology that assigrikairport rolesbased on specific parameterBable9 describeghe six roles developed
inthisstudyf 2 NJ 4§ KS Of I aaA T A O1TheRGDY/SASPFrolds didllidedior condparisoh N1LJ2 NI & &
purposesDetaik about therole parametersselectedas part of this evaluatioare alsoprovided.

8 The 2018SASP Update evaluii SR G KNBS | f 6 SNY I GA GBS YSiK2R2t 232548 NBFISOiIAy3I 2
airports. Appendix C provides the full results of this evaluation.
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ADOT

Table9. Arizona Airport Classifications (2008 and 2017)

2018SASP Update |
Classification/Role 2008 SASP Typical Characteristic@Not Requirements) ‘

CommercialService
International

Commercial Service
National

Publicly owned airports
which enplane 2,500 or more

International
commercial service

Yearround s£heduled commercial service to
internationd destinations for people and cargo.
High levels of activity with many jets and
multiengine propeller aircraft.

passengers annually and
receive scheduled passenge
air service

Domestic commercial
service

Scheduled commercial service to domestic
destinations for people and cargblay provick
seasonal scheduled commercial service to a
limited number of international destinations.
Moderate to high levels of activity with jets and
multiengine propeller aircraft.

FAAdesignated airports that

FAAdesignated
airport that relieves

Serves to relieve congestion at commercial serv
airports. Supports the national air system and

primarily serving recreationa
and personal flying

Reliever relieve congestion at a congestion at a provides access to markets across the U.S.

commercial serviceigport commercial service | Moderate to high levels ofcivity with jets and

airport multiengine propeller aircraft.
Alrports .that serve reglonal 250instrument Support regional economies and provides acces
economiesconnecting to . L
. . operations 10 based | to markets in Arizona and nearby states.
GACommunity state and national : ; T
. aircraftor 1 based jet | Moderate levels of activity with jets and

economies, and serve all and aircaft fuel multiengine propeller aircraft

types ofGAaircraft gine prop '

Airports that serve a . .

supplemental role in local Supplements local economies and provides acct

B N e 2,5000perationsor to markets in Arizona with limited activity in
GARural b y 9 10 based aircraft and nearby states. Moderate ttow levels of activity

smaller business, ) - . S

. aircraft fuel with few or no jets and multiengine propeller
recreational, and personal .
- aircraft.

flying

Airports that serve a limited Supports local communities by prowdlﬁg\_

role in the local economy services such asmergency response services,
GABasic ’ All other GA airports | charter or medical flights, wildland firefighting, or

recreational flying. Low levels of activity primarily
composed of single or multiengine piston aircrafi

SourcesKimleyHorn 2017and Wilbur Smith Associatex)08
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Figure3 provides theflow chartmethodology of the 201$ASRJpdate

START

Does the airport offer year-round
international commercial service?

@ @’ COMMERCIAL-INTERNATIONAL

v

Does the airport offer
domestic commercial service?

@ @* COMMERCIAL-NATIONAL

Is the airport an FAA-designated
Reliever Airport?

@ @) RELIEVER

\4

Does the airport have at least 250 instrument
operations per year,10 based aircraft or at least
1 based jet, and provide JetA and/or 100LL fuel?

@ @} GA-COMMUNITY

v

Does the airport have at least 2,500
operations per year or 10 based aircraft
and provide JetA and/or 100LL fuel?

@ @) GA-RURAL

v

GA-BASIC

END
Source: Kimlejdorn 2017
Figure3. 2018SASP Update Flow Chart Methodology
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Airport Role Definitions

This flowchart methalology was applied to the publicly owned, puhlige airports that comprise the Arizona
system.Table10summarizes the results of hanalysis by classification and compares the results to the 2008
SASP roledlate that the 2008 SASP evaluatg@8airports in the Aizona system; however, the 20BASP
Updateincludes67 airports, primarily due to the exclusion @irivately owned, publizise airports.

Table10. Summary Results

Number of Airports(No.) Percent of Total Airport%) \
ClassificationRole

2008 SASP 2018Update 2008 SASP| 2018Update |

' CS*-International 3%

CSNational L 9 14% 13%
Reliever 8 8 10% 12%
GACommunity 29 18 32% 27%
GARural 25 17 32% 25%
GABasic 10 13 12% 19%

*Note: CS = Commercial Service
Sources: KimleMorn 2017 andilbur Smith Associates 2008

Tablellf A & & ! NA byagsbcfated citylamlidenhfiésitheir updateldssificatiordevelopedas part of
the 2018 SASP UpdatéppendixB provides the dataised in the classification analysi$iese resultsepresent

the initial airport roles thatire used as a baseline for further anadgf the systenin subsequent chapters
Figure4 graphicallydepictsthe 2018SASP Upda®f I a A A FA Ol A2y 2F I NAT 2y Q&

Tablell. 2018SASP Update Classification Summary

Ao ACISAGTbeiteite)

AjO Eric Marcus Mn|C|paI GABasic
Bagdad Bagdad E51 GABasic
Benson Benson Municipal E95 GACommunity
Bisbee Bisbee Municipal P04 GARural
Buckeye Buckeye Municipal BXK GACommunity
Bullhead City Laughlin/Bullhead City International IFP CSNational
Casa Grande Casa Grande Municipal CGz GACommunity
Chandler Chandler Municipal CHD Reliever
Chinle Chinle Municipal E91 GARural
Cibecue Cibecue 795 GABasic
Clifton Greenlee County CFT GABasic
Colorado City Colorado City Municipal AzZC GARural
Coolidge CoolidgeMunicipal P08 GACommunity
Cottonwood Cottonwood Municipal P52 GACommunity
Douglas BisbeeDouglas International DUG GARural
Douglas Cochise College P03 GARural
Douglas Douglas Municipal DGL GARural

Eloy Eloy Municipal E60 GARural
Flagstaff Flagtaff Pulliam FLG CSNational
Gila Bend Gila Bend Municipal E63 GARural
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Associated Ci Airport Name FAA Identifier| 2018SASKlassification

Glendale
Globe
Goodyear
Grand Canyon
Holbrook
Kayenta
Kearny
Kingman
Lake Havasu Cit
Marana
Marana
Maricopa
Mesa
Nogales
Page
Parker
Payson
Peach Springs
Phoenix
Phoenix
Phoenix
Polacca
Prescott
Safford

San Luis
San Manuel
Scottsdale
Sedona
Seligman
Sells

Show Low
Sierra Vista
Springerville
St. Johns
Superior
Taylor
Tombstone
Tuba City
Tucson
Tucson
Whiteriver
Wickenburg
Willcox
Williams
Window Rock
Winslow
Yuma

Glendale Municipal
San Carlos Apache
Phoenix Goodyear
Grand Canyon National Park
Holbrook Municipal
Kayenta

Kearny

Kingman

Lake Havasu City
Marana Regional
Pinal Airpark
Ak-Chin Regional
Falcon Field
Nogales

Page Municipal

Avi Suquilla

Payson

Grand Canyon West
Phoenix Deer Valley
Phoenix Sky Harbor
PhoenixMesa Gateway
Polacca

Ernest A. Love Field
Safford Regional
Rolle Airfield

San Manuel
Scottsdale

Sedona

Seligman

Sells

Show Low Regional

Sierra Vista Municipdlibby Army Airfield

Springerville Municipal

St. Johns Industrial Air Park
Superior

Taylor

Tombstone Municipal

Tuba City

Ryan Field

Tucson International
Whiteriver

Wickenburg Municipal
Cochise County

H.A. Clark Memorial Field
Window Rock
WinslowLindbergh Regional
Yuma International

GEU
P13
GYR
GCN
P14
ov7
E67
IGM
Hil
AVQ
MZJ
A39
FFZ
oLS
PGA
P20
PAN
1G4
DVT
PHX
IWA
P10
PRC
SAD
44A
E77
SDL
SEZ
P23
E78
SOwW
FHU
JTC
SIN
E81
TYL
P29
TO3
RYN
TUS
E24
E25
P33
CMR
RQE
INW
NYL

Source: Kimleiorn 2017

Reliever
GABasic
Reliever
CSNational
GARural
GABasic
GABasic
GACommunity
GACommunity
Reliever
GACommuniy
GARural
Reliever
GACommunity
CommercialNational
GACommunity
GACommunity
CSNational
Reliever
CSinternational
CSNational
GABasic
CSNational
GACommunity
GARural
GARural
Reliever
GACommunity
GABasic
GABasic
CommeciakNational
GACommunity
GACommunity
GACommunity
GABasic
GARural
GABasic
GABasic
Reliever
CSinternational
GARural
GACommunity
GACommunity
GARural
GARural
GARural
CSNational
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Source: Kimley Horn 2017
Figure4. 2018 SASP Update Airport Classifications
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